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We investigate the Meissner currents of interacting bosons subjected to a staggered artificial gauge
field in a three-leg ribbon geometry, realized by spin-tensor–momentum coupled spin-1 atoms in a
1D optical lattice. By calculating the current distributions using the state-of-the-art density-matrix
renormalization-group method, we find a rich phase diagram containing interesting Meissner and
vortex phases, where the currents are mirror symmetric with respect to the middle leg (i.e., they
flow in the same direction on the two boundary legs opposite to that on the middle leg), leading to
the spin-tensor type Meissner currents, which is very different from previously observed chiral edge
currents under uniform gauge field. The currents are uniform along each leg in the Meissner phase
and form vortex-antivortex pairs in the vortex phase. Besides, the system also support a polarized
phase that spontaneously breaks the mirror symmetry, whose ground states are degenerate with
currents either uniform or forming vortex-antivortex pairs. We also discuss the experimental schemes
for probing these phases. Our work provides useful guidance to ongoing experimental research on
synthetic flux ribbons and paves the way for exploring novel many-body phenomena therein.

I. INTRODUCTION

Charged particles in a magnetic field showcase a re-
markable variety of macroscopic quantum phenomena,
including quantized Hall resistance in topological insula-
tors [1, 2], Meissner effect in superconductors [3, 4]. Re-
cent experimental advances in realizing synthetic gauge
field in ultracold atomic system provide a powerful tool
for exploring these novel phenomena in a fully control-
lable, clean environment [5–12]. Chiral Meissner (topo-
logical edge) currents have been observed experimentally
with an atomic Bose (Fermi) gas in both ladder [13, 14]
and three-leg ribbon geometries [15, 16], where the two-
dimensional (2D) lattice consists of the sites of an 1D op-
tical lattice in the long direction and the internal atomic
spin states forming a synthetic lattice in the short di-
rection. Such synthetic dimensions enable investigating
higher-dimensional physics beyond the physical dimen-
sions of the systems and bring new opportunities in ex-
ploring novel quantum phenomena [17–19]. The exper-
imentally observed chiral currents result from an uni-
form gauge field that is equivalent to ordinary spin-orbit
coupling (i.e., spin-vector–momentum coupling) with the
form qFz, where q is the quasi-momentum along the op-
tical lattice direction and F = {Fx, Fy, Fz} are the spin-
vectors [20]. Consequently, the corresponding Meiss-
ner currents also exhibit spin-vector properties, that is,
atoms with opposite spins propagate along opposite di-
rections [14–16, 21].

∗Electronic address: luoxw@ustc.edu.cn

For higher spin (≥ 1) systems (e.g., the synthetic three-
leg ribbon), it is well known that there exist not only
spin-vectors but also spin-tensors [22, 23]. Spin-tensor–
momentum coupling (STMC) in the form qF 2

z has been
proposed and experimentally realized recently [24, 25],
which can significantly modify the band structures (e.g.,
dark-state band, triply degenerate points) and lead to
interesting many-body physics (e.g., magnetic stripe
phase) in the presence of interactions [25–29]. It was also
shown that STMC in a 1D Mott bosonic lattice can sup-
port interesting spin-tensor magnetism orders [30]. So
far, the studies of Meissner effects have been focused on
the aforementioned spin-vector types with uniform syn-
thetic gauge fields. Therefore, a natural and important
question is to explore the Meissner effects of interacting
atoms in optical lattices with STMC.

In this paper, we investigate the ground-state Meissner
currents of spin-tensor–momentum coupled spin-1 bosons
in a 1D optical lattice, using state-of-the-art density-
matrix renormalization-group (DMRG) numerical meth-
ods [31, 32]. The system corresponds to a synthetic
three-leg ribbon with a staggered gauge field, where the
magnetic domain wall is given by the middle leg. We
are interested in the Meissner effects and distinguish
different phases by examining the current and momen-
tum distributions. In the non-interaction limit, there
are two phases depending on the minima of the lowest
single-particle band. The Meissner (M) phase with a sin-
gle band minimum occurs when the inter-leg couplings
are strong, where the Meissner current is uniform along
each leg with its amplitude determined by the gauge
field strength. As the inter-leg coupling decreases across
some critical value, the system undergoes a transition to
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the vortex (V) phase with double band minima, where
atoms can occupy both minima and their interference can
lead to vortex structures of the currents, forming vortex-
antivortex pairs. For both the M and V phases, the cur-
rent distributions are always mirror symmetric with re-
spect to the middle leg, they have a rank-2 spin-tensor
form which is very different from the spin-vector Meissner
current. In particular, here the current flows in the same
direction on the two boundary legs, opposite to the cur-
rent direction on the middle leg. Meanwhile, the rank-0
scalar charge current and rank-1 spin-vector current are
both zero.

In the presence of interaction, the phase diagram is
altered significantly. In the weak interaction region,
ferromagnetic spin-spin interaction can dominate over
density-density interaction and stabilize the V phase with
equal populations on the two band minima. In the strong
interaction region, the wave packet becomes broadened
in the momentum space and the two wave packets at the
two band minima would merge into one, and thus the
system favors the M phase even when the lowest band
has two minima. Interestingly, for intermediate interac-
tion strength, the spin-spin interaction can induce a new
polarized (P) phase that spontaneously breaks the mir-
ror symmetry with respect to the middle leg, though the
STMC (i.e., synthetic gauge field) preserves such symme-
try. In the P phase, atoms start to occupy the dark mid-
dle band induced by the STMC, and the ground-states
are degenerate with currents either uniform or forming
vortex-antivortex pairs. The P phase resulting from the
presence of dark middle band is unique for the STMC
systems, which is absent for spin-vector-coupled systems.
The Meissner currents in all phases persist no matter if
the system belongs to a superfluid or Mott insulator.

II. MODEL AND HAMILTONIAN

We consider an experimental setup based on Bose-
Einstein condensate (BEC) in a 1D optical lattice with
STMC, as shown in Fig. 1(a). A pair of counter propa-
gating laser with wavelength λL (green arrows) is used to
realize the 1D optical lattices Vlat (y) = −V0 cos2 (kLy)
along the y-direction, with wave number kL = 2π/λL.
Three Raman lasers R1 (yellow), R2 (blue) and R3

(red) with wavelength λΩ and an incident angle η with
respect to lattice direction induce two Raman transi-
tions between the spin states |0⟩ and | ↑ (↓)⟩ accompa-
nied with the momentum transfer 2kR [24], in which
kR = 2π cos(η)/λΩ, as shown in Fig. 1(b). The tight-
binding Hamiltonian reads

H = −t
∑

⟨j,j′⟩,σ

b̂†jσ b̂j′σ +
Ω√
2

∑
j

(
eiϕj b̂†j0b̂j+ +H.c.

)
+

∑
j

U0

2
n̂j (n̂j − 1) +

U2

2

(
S2
j − 2n̂j

)
+ δS2

j,z, (1)
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FIG. 1: (a) Schematics of the system setup. The ultracold
atoms are trapped in a 1D optical lattice, which is generated
by a pair of counterpropagating lasers with the wavelength
λL (green arrows). Three Raman lasers (yellow, blue and red
arrows) with wavelength λΩ and an angle η with respect to
y-direction induce two Raman transitions. (b) Raman transi-
tions between the spin states |0⟩ and |↑(↓)⟩ with detuning δ.
(c) The effective three-leg ribbon with staggered gauge field
along synthetic dimension.

where b̂†jσ (b̂jσ) is the Bose creating (annihilating) opera-

tor with spin basis σ = {↑, 0, ↓} and b̂j± = (b̂j↑±b̂j↓)/
√
2.

The particle number operator is n̂j =
∑

σ n̂jσ with n̂jσ =

b̂†jσ b̂jσ. t is the tunneling amplitude between neighbor-
ing lattice sites, Ω is the Raman coupling strength. The
flux ϕ = 2π cos(η)λL/λΩ = 2 cos(η)kRa can be tuned
by tuning the angle η. δ is the detuning for both |↑⟩
and |↓⟩ states. For simplicity, we set δ = 0 in the fol-
lowing. U0 and U2 are the density-density and spin-spin
on-site interactions, which are related to the scattering
lengths a0,2 (corresponding to the channels with total
spin 0 and 2 respectively) as U0 = 4πℏ2(a0 + 2a2)/3M
and U2 = 4πℏ2(a2−a0)/3M , whereM is the mass of the
atom [33, 34]. The spin dependent interaction for 23Na is
antiferromagnetic with U2/U0 > 0, and ferromagnetic for
87Rb with U2/U0 < 0. Sj =

∑
σσ́ b̂

†
jσFσσ́ b̂jσ́ is the total

spin at site j, where Fσσ́ represent the matrix elements
of the spin-vector operator. We also set t as energy unit.

III. PHASE DIAGRAM

A. Band structures

We firstly discuss the single-particle band structure
of the system. Effectively, the system corresponds to a
three-leg ribbon with staggered gauge field as shown in
Fig. 1(c). The Hamiltonian without interaction can be
written as after a unitary transformation

H0 = −teiϕγσ

∑
<j,j′>,σ

ĉ†jσ ĉj′σ +
Ω√
2

∑
j

(ĉ†j0ĉj+ +H.c.) (2)

where (ĉj↑, ĉj0, ĉj↓)
T = U(b̂j↑, b̂j0, b̂j↓)

T with U =
exp(iϕjF 2

z ), and γ↑ = 1, γ0 = 0, γ↓ = 1. Then, we
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FIG. 2: (a) Single-particle band structure of the Hamiltonian Eq.(3) for different values of Ω/t with flux ϕ/π = 0.5 and
Ωc/t = 2. The system exhibits three bands, including upper band (blue line), lowest band (red line) and the middle band
(black dashed line). Blue (red) lines with different markers correspond to the upper (lowest) band with different Ω, the square,
dot, triangle, and star mark the bands with Ω/t = 0, 1, 2, 3, respectively. The middle band is the dark band with spin state
|-⟩, and is unaffected by Ω. The spin components |0⟩ and including |+⟩ are indicated around the corresponding band minima.
The lowest band has a single minimum for Ω > Ωc and two symmetric band minima for Ω < Ωc. (b) The non-interacting

phase diagram in the plane Ω−ϕ, with quantum phases vortex (V) and Meissner (M). The color bar denotes the current J
∥
↑ ,

and the solid line is the critical line given by Ωc. (c) (d) The profiles of the current J
∥
σ as functions of Ω and ϕ, respectively,

with ϕ/π = 1/2 in (c) and Ω/t = 2.0 in (d). The filling factor is ρ = 1.0 in (b)-(d). We set t as energy unit.

Fourier transform the Hamiltonian and obtain

H0 =
∑
q

Ĉ†
q

[
−2t cos(qa+ ϕF 2

z ) +
Ω√
2
Fx

]
Ĉq, (3)

where Ĉq = (ĉq↑, ĉq0, ĉq↓)
T is the corresponding opera-

tor in quasi-momentum q space, and a = π/kL is the
lattice constant, F 2

z is the rank-2 spin tensor. We see
that the flux ϕ now represent the strength of STMC.
The system exhibits three bands after diagonalizing the
Hamiltonian Eq.(3), as shown in Fig. 2(a). The top and
bottom bright-state bands exhibit the same behavior as
a spin-orbit-coupled spin-1/2 system with spin states |0⟩
and |+⟩ = (|↑⟩+ |↓⟩)/

√
2 [see the color lines in Fig. 2(a)].

The middle band Eq = −2t cos(q+ϕ) is dark-state band

which always has the spin state |-⟩ = (|↑⟩−|↓⟩)/
√
2 and is

independent from Ω [see the black dash line in Fig. 2(a)]
since it is decoupled from the Raman lasers. However, the
dark-state band plays an important role on both ground-
state and Meissner current distributions in the presence
of interactions.

B. Order parameters

Before we calculate the phase diagram of the system,
in the following, we first introduce some order parameters
that we will use to distinguish different phases.
Currents.—Since we are interested in the Meissner ef-

fects, the most important property here would be the
current along the legs and the rungs of the ribbon. Local
averaged currents along the leg-direction can be define
as [13, 14, 35, 36],

J
∥
j,σ = it⟨b̂†j+1σ b̂jσ − h.c.⟩, J∥

σ =
1

L

∑
j

J
∥
j,σ (4)

Similarly, we can define the rungs currents along the syn-
thetic direction [14, 36],

J⊥
j,0s = iΩ⟨eiϕj b̂†j0b̂js − h.c.⟩ (5)

with s = {↑, ↓} . We then introduce the current orders

I⊥0s =
1

L

∑
j

∣∣J⊥
j,0s

∣∣ and I∥z =
1

L

∑
j

|J∥
j,↑ − J

∥
j,↓|. (6)

The rungs current order I⊥0s distinguishes the M phase
(with vanishing I⊥0s) from the V phase (with finite I⊥0s).
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The leg current order I
∥
z characterizes current polariza-

tion associated to the mirror symmetry with respect to

the middle leg (a non-vanishing I
∥
z represent the break-

ing of the mirror symmetry). Different phases can be
identified by different current distributions and orders.

Spin moments.—Experimentally, the spin moments of
the atoms can be measured by spin-selective imaging of
the density distributions

nj,σ = ⟨b̂†jσ b̂jσ⟩. (7)

The density distributions can be measured either in the
basis σ = {↑, 0, ↓} or the basis σ = {0,±}. We can define
the spin moment orders as

nσ =
1

L

∑
j

nj,σ (8)

which gives the population properties of the bands and
can be used to characterize the phase transition. We
would like to mention that, n− corresponds to the occu-
pation of the dark middle band.

Entropy.—The many-body interacting phase diagram
can be further confirmed by entanglement entropy. Sharp
features would emerge at the critical points in the von
Neumann entropy defined as [37–43]

SvN = −TrA[ρ̂A log ρ̂A] (9)

in which ρ̂A = TrB|ψ⟩⟨ψ| is the reduced density matrix,
and |ψ⟩ is the ground-state wavefunction with A,B cor-
responding to the left and right half of the 1D chain.

Low energy level spacing.— The energy level spacing
with respect to the ground state energy, defined as

∆i = Ei − E0, (10)

may also be used to signal the phase transition. Where
E0 is the lowest eigenenergy, and the Ei is the i-th order
eigenenergy with fixed particle numbers.

C. Noninteracting phase diagram

In the noninteracting limit, the phase diagram is deter-
mined by the single-particle band structures. The lowest
band presents a single minimum in the M phase Ω > Ωc

and two symmetric minima in the V phase Ω < Ωc, where
Ωc is the critical coupling strength, as shown in Fig. 2(a).
According to the number of minima, we can plot the
single-particle phase diagram in the plane Ω−ϕ, as shown
in Fig. 2(b), which is similar as the phase diagram of
spin-1/2 SOC system [14]. However, the currents have a
rank-2 spin-tensor form that are very different from the
spin-vector Meissner current [14, 16]. In particular, here
the current flows in the same direction on the bound-
ary legs, opposite to the current direction on the middle
leg. We calculate the ground-state currents of Hamil-
tonian Eq.(1), the averaged currents along each leg are

FIG. 3: The schematic of density distributions nj,σ, currents

J
∥
j,σ and J⊥

j,0s in different phases. The points denote the den-
sity profile of the three-component with point size the amount
of atoms. The current direction and strength is denoted by
the arrows. (a) The M phase with Ω/t = 2.5 and ϕ/π = 1/2.
(b1)-(b3) The V phase with Ω/t = 0.2 and ϕ/π = 1/4. (b1)
Left minimum ground-state [Blue dot in Fig. 2(a)]. (b2) Right
minimum ground-state [Red dot in Fig. 2(a)]. (b3) Equal su-
perposition of the two minima.

shown in Figs. 2(c) and 2(d). It is easy to check that

the rank-0 scalar charge current J∥ ≡
∑

σ J
∥
σ and rank-1

spin-vector current J
∥
z ≡

∑
σ σJ

∥
σ are both zero, while

the rank-2 spin-tensor current J
∥
zz ≡

∑
σ σ

2J
∥
σ = 2J

∥
↑ is

finite. As we increase Ω for a fixed ϕ, J
∥
zz increases and

has a saturated value above the critical point, as shown
in Fig. 2(c), the system undergoes a transition from V to

M phase. When increasing the flux ϕ with Ω/t = 2.0, J
∥
zz

increase firstly and then decrease, reaching it maxima at
the phase transition point from M to V phase, as shown
in Fig. 2(d).

In order to clearly show the local current properties of
the V and M phases, we plot the schematic of density

distributions nj,σ, currents J
∥
j,σ and J⊥

j,0s, in Fig. 3. The
current is mirror symmetric with respect to the middle
leg, analogous to the combination of spin-1/2 (two-leg
ladder) vector current and it’s mirror reflection. In the
M phase, both the currents and the densities are uni-
form, as shown in Fig. 3(a). In the V phase, the system
exhibits two energy minima in the lowest band. Atoms
may populate on either minimum with the same tensor
current as shown in Figs. 3(b1) and 3(b2), or a linear
combination of the two minima with current vortex as
shown in Fig. 3(b3).

D. Interacting phase diagram

The interplay between single-particle band structure
and interaction is fundamental to many areas of modern
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FIG. 4: (a) The current order parameters I
∥
z , I

⊥
0s versus interaction strength U0. (b) Spin moment orders n±,0 versus U0. (c)

Entropy SvN and (d) Excited energy gap ∆i as functions of interaction strength U0. In all subfigures, we have Ω/t = 0.2,
ϕ/π = 1/4, U2 = −0.2U0, ρ = 1.0 and L = 64.

physics. The ability to engineer competing interactions
between atoms through lattice depth or Feshbach reso-
nances [44] makes cold atomic system an ideal platform
to generate a rich variety of many-body phenomena [45–
51]. Here, we perform the state-of-the-art DMRG cal-
culations to calculate the many-body ground-states of
the system under open boundary conditions. In our nu-
merical simulations, we set the cutoff of single-site atom
number as ncutoff = 4. The effect of such a cutoff can be
neglected for strong interaction, while in the weak inter-
action region, the phases and phase boundaries may be
slightly affected by the cutoff. We find that ncutoff = 4 is
enough to determine the phase boundaries (see Appendix
A). We set lattice size up to L = 64, for which we retain
300 truncated states per DMRG block and perform 20
sweeps with a maximum truncation error ∼ 10−7.

We consider the repulsive density-density interaction
with U0 > 0 and ferromagnetic spin-spin interaction with
U2 < 0 as for 87Rb or 7Li atoms. In Fig. 4, we plot the
order parameters as functions of the interacting strength
U0/t, with fixed Ω/t = 0.2 and ϕ/π = 1/4, from which,
three phases (i.e., V, P and M) as well as their critical
boundaries can be identified. For weak interactions, the
system stays in V phase with a large rung current I⊥0s; for
strong interactions, the system favors the M phase with
nearly vanishing I⊥0s. We want to mention that, finite-size
effects would induce a tiny averaged rungs current I⊥0s in
the M phase, since the leg currents must form a closed
loop at the boundary through rungs. In both the V and

M phase, we have I
∥
z = 0 due to the mirror symmetry,

though J
∥
σ ̸= 0. For intermediate interaction strength,

the P phase emerges with I
∥
z ̸= 0, as shown in Fig. 4(a),

and the mirror symmetry is spontaneously broken. The P
phase may also support vortex currents, leading to a large
rungs current order I⊥0s. Different phases have different
spin occupations, therefore the spin moment orders also
exhibit sharp transitions at the phase boundary, as shown
in Fig. 4(b).

Besides the currents and spin moments, the von Neu-
mann entropy SvN as well as the low energy level spacing
∆i can also signal the transitions. When the entangle-
ment entropy SvN, an analytic function of correlations, is
not analytic at some point, it must correspond to a quan-
tum phase transition (as long as the definition of the en-
tanglement entropy is analytic at that point). As demon-
strated in Fig. 4(c), sharp features in the entropy emerge
at the critical phase transition points (SvN or its deriva-
tives show discontinuity) [43]. The degeneracy of the
ground state can be seen from low energy level spacing
which signals the spontaneous symmetry breaking across
the phase transition. As demonstrated in Fig. 4(d), ∆i

vanish for i < 4 in the P phase due to ground-state de-
generacy.

The interaction can drive the system from V (at weak
interaction regime) to M (at strong interaction regime)
phase though the lowest single-particle band has two min-
ima. Different from the noninteracting V phase where
the ground-state is an arbitrary linear combination of the
two band minima, here the interacting V phase is stabi-
lized by ferromagnetic spin-spin interaction, leading to
an equal superposition of the two band minima. On one
hand, the interference between two band minima would
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induce density modulation and increase density-density
interaction energy. On the other hand, the superposition
also generate spin orders which lower the ferromagnetic
spin-spin interaction energy, and the system favors the V
phase since the spin-spin interaction dominates over the
density-density interaction. We want to mention that, for
the V phase in the weak interacting region, the mean-field
analysis predicts that the relative phase between atoms
at two band minima can either be 0 or π [25], the ground-
states should be two-fold degenerate, which are related
with each other through shifting the vortex by half pe-
riod along the leg direction. However, such degeneracy
is lifted by the finite-size and finite-ncutoff effects. In the
strong interacting regime, the atom distribution in mo-
mentum space is broadened and the two wave packets at
the two band minima would merge into one centered at
q = 0, therefore the system favors the M phase even when
the lowest band has two minima. The current distribu-
tions of the interacting M and V phases are very similar
as that for non-interacting case shown in Figs. 3(a) and
3(b3).

Interestingly, a novel P phase emerges at intermedi-
ate interaction strength. The typical current and density
distributions are shown in Fig. 5 for flux ϕ/π = 1/4. In
this P phase, the mirror symmetry with respect to the
middle leg is spontaneously broken and atoms start to
occupy the dark middle band with n− ̸= 0. Besides the
mirror symmetry, the Z2 exchange symmetry |0⟩↔|+⟩
is also broken, leading to a four-fold degeneracy of the
ground-states. The symmetry breaking can be seen from
the spin moments in Fig. 4(b) with n0 ̸= n+ and also
the density distributions in Fig. 5 which indicate that
nj↑ ̸= nj↓. Notice that the M and V phase preserve
the mirror symmetry and Z2 exchange symmetry with
n0 = n+ and n↑ = n↓. The P phase can be a combined

FIG. 5: (a)-(d) The schematic of density distributions nj,σ,

currents J
∥
j,σ and J⊥

j,0s of the four-fold degenerate ground-
state in P phase, respectively. In all subfigure, we have Ω/t =
0.2, ϕ/π = 1/4, U0/t = 4.0, U2 = −0.2U0, ρ = 1.0 and L = 64
(only the central 17 sites are shown in the plot).

population of the middle band with either left minimum
[Figs. 5(a) and 5(b)] or right minimum [Figs. 5(c) and
5(d)] of the lowest band, and for either combination, the
polarization Sj,z = nj,↑−nj,↓ is nonvanishing and can be
either positive or negative (related by the mirror symme-
try), which is determined by the relative phase between
atoms on the two bands. For the two ground-states with
dominate population on the left minimum of the lowest
band, vortex-antivortex pairs are formed along the leg
direction, leading to modulations of spin densities and
currents with period 2π/ϕ. We want to mention that
the order parmeters of the P phase in Figs. 4(a)-4(c) are
obtained from the vortex ground-state. Moreover, due
to the breaking mirror symmetry, the local spin-vector

current
∑

σ σJ
∥
j,σ and spin-tensor current

∑
σ σ

2J
∥
j,σ are

both finite in the P phase. This dark middle band has
spin state orthogonal to the lowest band, so the superpo-
sition of the two bands will only induce spin orders with-
out generating density modulation. Notice that both the
P and V phases have a lower spin-spin interaction en-
ergy, the P phase has a higher single-particle energy but
a lower density-density interaction energy compared to
V phase, therefore a transition from V to P phase occurs
as we increase the density-density interaction strength.

In Figs. 6(a) and 6(b), we map out the phase diagrams
in Ω−U0 plane with ϕ/π = 1/4 and in Ω−ϕ plane with
U0/t = 2, respectively. We see that the M phase area is
enlarged by interactions. Fig. 6(a) clearly shows that the
V and P phases are replaced eventually by the M phase
as the interaction strength increases. The system favors
the P phase for weak inter-leg coupling Ω and small flux
ϕ, where dark middle band can be occupied more eas-
ily since the energy gap with the lowest band is small.
For very small Ω, the mixing between states |0⟩ and |+⟩
is also weak, so the density modulation and thereby the
density-density interaction energy in the V phase is weak,
and the system favors the V phase instead of the P phase
that has higher single-particle energy. Similarly, when
the flux is large, density-density interaction energy for
the V phase is small compared to the high single-particle
energy in the P phase, and the system favors V over P
phase, as shown in Fig. 6(b). As Ω increases across some
critical value, the density-density interaction energy for
the V phase becomes stronger compared to the ferro-
magnetic spin-spin interaction energy, atoms will spon-
taneously populate around one of the two band minima
with a single wave packet centered around q ̸= 0 and the
system enters the M phase, further increasing Ω will drive
the wave packet center to q = 0. For a small flux, the
system may directly enter the M phase with one wave
packet centered at q = 0. In this paper, we will not
distinguish the two different types of M phase (centered
around q = 0 and q ̸= 0) since they have similar current
distributions.

In obtaining the phase diagram, we have employed the
finite-size scaling, leading to the critical points of phase
transitions in the thermodynamic limit, which are al-
most the same as those of finite-size systems, as shown
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0s versus interaction strength U2,

with Ω/t = 0.2, ϕ/π = 1/4, U0/t = 2.0 and L = 64. In all subfigure, we have ρ = 1.0.

in Fig. 6(c). The finite-size effects on the order parame-
ters as well as the energy level spacing and gap are dis-
cussed in Appendix B. As we discussed previously, the
V and P phases result from the ferromagnetic spin-spin
interaction. For antiferromagnetic spin-spin interactions
U2/U0 > 0, one only has the M phase. To see this, we
plot the current order parameters as function of spin-
dependent interaction strength U2 in Fig. 6(d), showing
that the P phase only exists in the ferromagnetic region.
We want to emphasize that the Meissner currents in-
duced by the gauge field persist even when the system
enters the Mott insulator region, the red dashed line in
Fig. 6(a) shows the boundary between the superfluid and
Mott insulator phases, which is obtained by calculating
the chemical potential gap [52–55].

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

Experimentally, the spin moments can be measured by
population imaging after Stern-Gerlach separation [16,
18]. The currents can be observed by site-resolved detec-
tion of the quench dynamics [14]. The current (motion of
atoms) can also be proved by spin-selective time-of-flight
imaging of the lattice momentum distribution [14, 15]

nσ(k) =
∑
i,j

eik(i−j)⟨b̂†iσ b̂jσ⟩. (11)

The current is related to the lattice momentum unbal-
ance, and we can define the chirality of the atomic motion
as

χσ =
1

L

∫ π

0

hσ(k)dk, (12)

which shows similar behaviors as the current J
∥
σ [15, 21],

where hσ(k) = nσ(k) − nσ(−k) is the asymmetry func-
tion. Moreover, the entanglement entropy can be mea-
sured using quantum interference of many-body twins of
ultracold atoms in optical lattices [42].

In summary, We studied the Meissner effects of inter-
acting bosons in a one-dimensional optical lattice with
spin-tensor–momentum coupling. Using state-of-the-art
density-matrix renormalization-group numerical method,
we obtained the phase diagram with a rich variety of
interesting phases, including the Meissner, vortex and
polarized phases. The current distributions show spin-
tensor properties and interesting vortex structures that
are unique for the spin-tensor–momentum coupled sys-
tem of high spin system, which may find possible ap-
plications in atomic spintronic devices. Our work reveals
nontrivial phases and transport properties resulting from
the interplay between spin-tensors, lattice physics and
interactions, and thus paves the way for exploring novel
many-body phenomena of interacting particles in nonuni-
form gauge fields.
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Appendix A: Effects of ncutoff

As we discussed in the main text, the cutoff of single-
site atom number ncutoff would modify the phase and
phase boundary at the weak interacting region. A larger
ncutoff leads to more accurate results, but the calculation
becomes more computational expensive. In Fig. 7, we
show the order parameter n− as a function of U0 with
different atom number cutoff. We see that, the results
are nearly the same in the region U0/t > 1.5 for ncutoff =
3, 4, 5, while in the weak interacting region U0/t < 1, the
results with ncutoff = 3 deviate significantly from that
with ncutoff = 4, 5. This can be easily understood by
noticing that, for weaker interaction, the probability of
high occupation is larger in the ground state. On the
other hand, we find that the results for ncutoff = 4 and
ncutoff = 5 are nearly the same (both give the phase
boundary around U0/t = 1), indicating that ncutoff = 4
is enough to determine the phase boundaries (notice that
most of the phase boundaries are located in the region
U0/t ≥ 1 in the phase diagram).

Appendix B: Finite-size effects

Now we briefly discuss the finite-size effects on the or-
der parameters. As the system size increases, the or-
der parameters may slightly modified (especially near the
critical phase boundaries), and thus the phase boundaries
(determined by examining the spontaneous symmetry
breaking) may shift slightly as we increase the size. The
phase boundaries at the thermodynamic limit are ob-
tained by finite-size scaling [see Fig. 6(c)]. In Figs. 8(a)-
(c), we plot the order parameters as functions of U0 for
different system size L = 32 and L = 64, away from the
phase boundaries, we see that the order parameters are
almost the same for different sizes. In Fig. 8(d), we plot
the typical finite-size scaling of the order parameters and
find that the thermodynamic value is very close to the
finite-size value with L = 64. We would like to mention
that, the rung current in the M phase [see the red line
in Fig. 8(d)] decreases as the system size increase, this
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FIG. 7: Spin moment order n− as a function of interaction
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U2 = −0.2U0, ρ = 1.0 and L = 32.
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is because, the leg currents must form a closed loop at
the boundary through rungs, such boundary-rung cur-
rent lead to an averaged rung current scales as 1/L. Nu-
merically, we find that the averaged rung current I⊥0s does
not vanish completely in the M phase (though it is ex-
tremely small). For such interaction driven M phase,
though atoms occupy a single broadened wave packet in
momentum space, the double-well structure of the lowest
band may result in residual interference that leads to the
tiny rung current.
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As we discussed in the main text, the von Neumann
entropy SvN as well as the low energy level spacing ∆i

can also signal the phase transitions. For different system
sizes, the entropy SvN exhibits similar curves with peak
positions always matching the phase boundaries given
by the order parameters (currents and spin moments),
as shown in Fig. 9(a) for L = 32 and 64. For the low en-
ergy level spacing, we have shown the results for L = 64
in the main text, while the results for L = 32 are sim-
ilar [see Fig. 9(b)], the four fold degeneracy is clearly
seen in the P phase. To see how the energy gap scales
with system size, we plot the finite-size scaling results
in Figs. 9(c) and 9(d), notice that the energy gap corre-
sponds to ∆1 (∆4) for the V and M phase (P phase). The
small gaps in the P and M phases change slightly with
system size and remain finite (of the order of ∼ 10−2t)
in the thermodynamic limit, which vanish at their phase
boundary. While for the V phase, the gap decreases sig-
nificantly with increasing system size, reaching to a small

value (of the order of 10−3t) in the thermodynamic limit.
We also note that, in the V phase, higher excited-state
energy gaps ∆i (i > 1) also decrease with increasing sys-
tem size, the low energy levels are nearly equally spaced
in the thermodynamic limit. Since the V phase appears
in the weak interaction region where the effects of cutoff
ncutoff is more significant, we expect that the tiny gap
in the V phase may be induced by the cutoff, and the V
phase is probably a gapless phase.
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